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1 his pamphlet contains the reply by A. D. J0RGENSEN 
the late well-lcnown Danish historian and Keeper of the State 
Archives of Denmark, to an article on the Dano-German Question, 
written by Professor Max Miiller of Oxford in 'The Nineteenth 
Century", May 1897. In publishing A. D. Jergensen's reply the 
editor of *The Nineteenth Century* headed the article by the 
following remarks: 

The following reply to Professor Max Miiller's article in the Nineteenth 
Century is published at the desire of an exalted Personage in this country, 
interested in the Danish side of the question, who considers that Professor Max 
Miiller's views are incorrect and inconsistent with historic truth. 

The author died before he saw the proofs, which have been submitted to, 
and approved of, by the same exalted Personage. — 

The aniele by the ^mous Danish historian hos been reprinted 
in pamphlet hoping thereby to contribute to the enlightenment 
of Europe on the Dano-German Question, which is so little 
known and which has so ofien been misunderstood. — 

!, /90O. 
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THE DANISH VIEW OF 
THE SLESVIG-HOLSTEIN QUESTION. 



IN Nr. 24^, May 1897, of the nineteenth Century Professor Max 
Miiller has written an article on »The Schleswig-Holstein Question 
and its place in History. 

Professor Muller admits that a recent book, Schleswig-Holsteins 
Befreiung, by the late Professor Karl Jansen of Kiel and Karl Samwer, 
has furnished him with the main focts of his article. It seems strange 
that it should not have occurred to so learned and sagacious a man 
as Professor Muller that information derived from the University of 
Kiel — the headquarters of all the seditious writings against Den- 
mark, the very university where the influence of the Augustenburg 
family always was paramount — ought necessarily to be examined 
with the utmost care and criticism. Professor Miiller's German name 
and probable German origin do not apriorigive a sufficient guarantee 
that he is able to form an unbiassed judgment of the contents of a 
book written by Denmark's bitterest enemies- It wi'l be the object 
of the following lines to show that nearly all, and especially the most 
important facts in Denmark's favour have been — no doubi uninten- 
tionally — omitted, and that consequently Professor Miiller's paper 
is thoroughly onesided and cannot rank as historical evidence of 
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events which after the lapse of so many years might quite well be 
investigated without any personal or political bias. 

Professor MUller endeavours to show(i) that the German- Danish 
War was the Zindhdlzchen (lucifer match) which was the real cause 
of subsequent events, viz. the Prusso-Austrian War in 1866, and the 
Franco-German War in 1870; (2) that the pretensions and rights to 
the succession in the « Duchies* (Slesvig and Holstein) clearly 
devolved on the Duke of Augustenburg ; that these rights were 
acknowledged by the German Confederation and by ihe King of 
Prussia, Frederick William the Fourth ; thai only higher considera- 
tions of State induced Bismarck to thrust aside these rights of the 
Duke and finally, after the conquest of the Duchies, to incorporate 
them with Prussia. According to the Right Hon, Professor, Denmark 
clearly possessed no rights whatever, and consequently the dismem- 
berment of the Danish Monarchy was a just and righteous act. 

As to (1) the Professor is no doubt right. Prussian interference 
was evidently a ballon d'essai of Bismarck's, intended to ascertain 
what he, unfettered by the other Powers, might venture to do. 

The passivity of the Powers led him on further and further until 
he, as a condition of peace, had accomplished the surrender of both 
Duchies to Germany. This passivity of the Powers showed him that 
lie need risk no interference in his endeavours to expel Austria from 
Germany, nor in his long-prepared war against France. 

We do not believe that there lives a sensible English, Russian, 
■or French statesman who does riot now bitterly repent that their 
countries did not, at the time, stop the pretensions and soarings of 
the German eagle. It is not the dismemberment of the Danish Mo- 
narchy that weighs in the scale, but the creation of a powerful Ger- 
man fleet — rendered possible by the conquest. Germany now rules 
the Baltic; Germany's colonial enterprises are dependent on a strong 
fleet. It is impossible that either Russia or England should be over- 
pleased by this state of things, which might have been prevented — 
to a cenarn extent — by a little energy shown in time by Russia 
and England combined. 
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While, therefore. Professor Miiller is right in pretending that 
the German-Danish War was at the bottom of the subsequent wars 
— and of Germany's unification — it does not absolutely follow 
that no attempt on Prussia's part to expel Austria or to attack France 
would or could have been made but for that war. That it gave an 
enormous impulse to what happened after, and greatly facilitated 
Prussia's enterprises, is certain. 

As to (2) it requires a demonstration of some length to show 
how erroneous Professor Miiller's opinions are, and to point out the 
facts which are of vital importance to the solution of the question of 
right — facts on which the Professor, strangely enough, hardly has 
touched. 

It is an incredible naiveU of the great man of science to repre- 
sent as a new discovery, made by himself or his referee (Professor Karl 
Jansen of Kiel), that the Slesvig-Holstein question — which in its 
time occupied the statesmen and publicists of Europe — is simple 
and uncomplicated as a mathematical formula. 

This interpretation is not a new discovery; on the contrary it is 
old; it has been repeated over and over ad infinitum. Unfortunately it 
has 'had this one fault: it has never been believed in, nor acknow- 
ledged by one single statesman. The idea that in Slesvig and Holsiein 
the Oldenburg male line alone can reign was propounded for the first 
time in 1857, precisely the same year in which Hanover was separ- 
ated from England, and the man who advocated this idea was the 
Duke of Auguslenburg (Christian August), the same man who pretended 
to be, under certain circumstances, the sole heir to these Duchies. 
Before that, nobody had thought of this; and even a considerable time 
after nobody wished to adopt this new »>discoverye, because very 
few persons, or rather nobody, wished a separation from Denmark, 
not even the Duke himself. It is a known fact that this Prince endeavoured 
to induce the Danish King and the Danish people to change the suc- 
cession of the kingdom in favour of him and his house. His preten- 
sion to the succession was simply put forward to conjure up a fear 
of the division of the monarchy in case his pretensions should not be 
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adopted. For later, when the national dissension between Danes and 
Germans had attained a certain height, the Germans adopted this 
idea of a separate succession, but now with an opposite aim, viz. 
lofaiour the separation. 

It is a curious coincidence that the Duke's startling publication 
{Die Erbfolge in Schlemg-Holstein, the succession in Slesvig-Holsiein) 
appeared in the very year in which Hanover was separated from the 
English Crown. It puts the immense difference of the two cases in a 
very strong light. It is well known that the union of Hanover and 
England was the consequence of a single event of a purely dynastic 
character. It was from the beginning, and continued throughout to 
be, a purely personal union; it ceased to exist the moment its con- 
dition — common agnatic succession — was no more, it is, to say 
the least, a hazardous contention to compare it with the connection 
of the Duchies to Denmark. This, however. Professor Miiller has done. 

In the dispute between Germany and Denmark the denomination 
»The Duchies* has continually been used and repeated. This has 
greatly contributed to obscure the question at issue and render a 
clear solution of it impossible. The two Duchies, Slesvig and Hol- 
stein, had each of them its separate history, nationality, and political 
relations. Denmark has always acknowledged Holstein as belonging 
to the German Confederation; as originally a German fief Denmark 
has never disputed the right of the male line to Holstein, and when ' 
the succession was regulated in London, it Was a member of the bouse of 
Oldenburg (Christian the Ninth) who was elected heir apparent, and it was 
ihe Emperor of Russia, who, as chief of the Gottorp House {which 
formerly reigned in Holstein), now transferred his rights of succes- 
sion to this agnate (Christian the Ninth). 

Notwithstanding his rights, this Prince (Christian the Ninth) did 
not oppose the occupation of Holstein by troops of the German 
Confederation, when in [86; the Confederation in Frankfort had 
objected to his legitimacy, and evidently, even had circumstances 
allowed it later, Denmark would never have attempted an armed 
cccupation of this Duchy. 
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Later, during the negotiations of peace in London, the King 
offered willingly to give over Holstein to any prince the German 
Confederation chose to point out. 

But as to Slesvig everything is different. Professor Miiller him- 
self admits that Slesvig did not belong to the German Confederation, 
nor had it ever belonged to the German Empire. It was, on the con- 
trary, from the remotest antiquity a part of the Danish realm. Its old 
name was >South-Juiland«, and in its southern part the old bmous 
• Dannevirke* was erected in 810 as a frontier rampart against Ger- 



In course of time, however, Holstein succeeded in conquering 
Slesvig from Denmark. In 1460 it had been united to Holstein as a 
political corpus under the rule of the Oldenburg dynasty, and an Act 
passed in 1579 had established that in Slesvig (as in Holstein) the 
male line alone had the right of succession. But, according to all 
contemporary evidences, the loss was never forgotten in Denmark; 
it was a continual source of deepest regret to Denmark that an old 
Danish country, which still continued to be a fief of the Danish 
Crown, should be united to a German country, differing from it in 
law, language, and inherited customs. The only circumstance alle- 
viating the loss was the fact that the Danish kings were Dukes in 
both Duchies (in condominium with the Dukes of Gottorp). 

When, however, the establishment of sovereign monarchy and 
of a fixed succession (1660) had strengthened the Danish Monarchy, 
the politics of the realm quite naturally aimed at reconquering for 
the Crown the old Danish country. Thai this endeavour was successful 
is a historical fact not to be silenced to death by Max Miiller and 
Karl Jansen. /( succeeded after great sacrifices and efforts as a result of the 
war whidi terminated at the peace of Stockholm and Fredriksborg, 1720. 
At this peace Sweden agreed that the whole of Slesvig — one half 
of which had been conquered from Sweden's ally, the Duke of 
Gottorp — for ever should be incorporated in the Danish Crown. 
I'he mediating powers, England and France, gave a solemn guarantee 
to this effect. The kingdom of Prussia had already done It before. 
The Danish King, Frederik the Fourth, assumed the rule after a 
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solemn act of allegiance by the Slesvig States, 1721. At the same time 
the then Duke of Augustenburg, too, gave in his oath of allegiance. In this 
oath, delivered in writing, it is expressly stated that the King of 
Denmark is intent upon uniting the formerly separated parts of the 
Duchy (Slesvig), »und Dero Crone als ein altes, injuria temporum, 
abgerissenes Stiick auf ewig wieder incorporiren*'. The oath was 
sworn to the King: »wie auch Dero kijnigliche Erbsuccessoren, 
secundum tenorem legis regi^": the Danish law of succession of 1665 . 
{lex regta), which gave the right of succession to the female line after 
the extinction of the male. 

Thus, undoubtedly, the Duchy of Slesvig was liberated from the 
political union which hitherto had existed between it and Holstein, 
and was restored to its ancient connection with Denmark. In the 
past century everybody was agreed on this point. It would be easy 
to cite innumerable German authors whose writings bear witness to 
the truth of this. Every geography, from the greatest scientific 
works to the textbooks for schools, contain this: "Denmark com- 
prising the kingdom proper thus designated and the Duchy of Slesvig 
or South Jutland^-. Separated from these under the German Empire: 
>Holstein«, >Oldenburg«, ^Lauenburg«, or such parts as at any 
time were connected with the Danish realm as the King's German 
possessions. 

Alone, the old ducal family at Gottorp, who had lost its part of 
Slesvig, protested until the head of this family, Paul the First, had 
succeeded to the throne of Russia. He came to an agreement with 
Denmark, in which he, among other things, for ever renounced Sles- 
vig. His renunciation is made in fovour of >Ihro koniglich Majestat 
zu Danemark und Norwegen, und Dero konigl. Cronerben*^. The Em- 
peror promises not only to let the King keep this Duchy »zu ewigen 



' And incorporate it for all coming time in his Crown as an old part, injuria 
temporum, torn away from the Crown of Denmark. 

' His Majesty the King of Denmark and Norway and his royal heirs to the 
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Zeittn*^, but to prevent *dass durch andere der selben Renunciation 
zuwider gehandelt und gethan werde»*. 

But all these events atia acts are entirely ignored by Professor 
Miiller and Karl Jansen, nor did the Duke of Augustenburg take any 
heed of them. If these authors had made any attempt to enfeeble the 
signiticance of such historical bets, it would still be possible to 
believe in their good faith ; but total omission of them, however well 
known they are, looks a little like want of historical loyalty. Under 
such circumstances, any discussion is hopeless. 

Prussia has had to carry on two wars in order to conquer the 
land between Hamburg and the frontier of Jutland. When, in i S48, 
an insurrection broke out in Holstein, as In nearly all Continental 
States, Prussia interfered in the strife, principally in order to deviate 
the democratic current from Berlin, but also with the hope of fishing 
in troubled waters. The endeavour failed because the Emperor of 
Russia, who was well acquainted with the real state of the case, put 
a stop to the progress of Prussia. When, however, King Frederik 
the Seventh died (1865) things were greatly altered. In Prussia there 
was at the head of affairs a statesman who had done Russia invalu- 
able services during the Polish insurrection. He succeeded in draw- 
ing Austria into action. In later years Bismarck himself, when he 
had become more outspoken, declared thai he had never for a moment 
believed in the pretensions of the Duke of Augustenburg, whereas 
he, on the news of the Danish King's death, exclaimed: »Dat mot 
wi hebbene. What followed was a pure war of conquest, to which 
the European great Powers submitted because no leading statesman 
knew how lo gather the Powers with the object of resistance. 

it is an old experience that whoever has committed violence and 
misused his physical superiority afterwards feels a desire to prove 
also that he has been in the right. But neither the Duke nor Prussia 
will ever succeed in an attempt to prove that they were in the right 
towards Denmark. 

' For all time. 

' That through others this same renitneiation should be acted against or 
interfered with. 
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The war in [848 commenced by the King of Prussia's recog- 
nition of the Slesvig-Holstein contention that the Duchies formed a 
unity, and that the male line alone was entitled to the succession. 
The Duke of Augustenburg had, during the stirring revolutionary 
days in Berlin, prevailed upon Frederick Wilhelm the Fourth to sign 
this recognition. That the contention was untenable and untrue had 
just shortly before been demonstrated in the most incontestable man- 
ner by the Royal Danish Letter Patent of the 8th of July, 1846; 
a result of the deliberations of a Royal Committee. About Wenty years 
later the Prussian Crown syndicate gave utterance to mainly the same opinion 
as those contained in the Letter Patent. 

It is of considerable interest to study the composition of the said 
Danish Committee : its members were principally Holsteiners, not to 
be suspected of any partial feeling towards Denmark. The members 
were, besides the King's private secretary, Adler, Count Heinrich 
Rewentlow-Criminil, the Danish Envoy to the German Confedera- 
tion, Baron Pechlin, and the diplomat Biilow, who later ended by 
being Secretary of State in the German Foreign Office under Bis- 
marck. This committee came to the unanimous result that the Duchy 
of Slesvig in conse/jaence of political events had come to be inseparably united 
to the kingdom of Denmark and to the Danish succession, but the Com- 
mittee did not venture to give any definite declaration as to Holstein, 
more especially the old fiefal Duchy of this name. 

Later on the Germans contended that the Committee had oppos- 
ed the Letter Patent, which, however, correctly expressed their 
opinion, and that it was owing to the King's 'perfidy* that the 
whole State Ministry signed the letter. That is evidently perfect non- 
sense. Several members of the Ministry did, indeed, oppose the issue of the 
Letter Patent, until the King at last overruled their resistance, and the Com- 
mittee itself did dissuade the publication; but this was because tiiey did not wish 
to give utterance to the doubt about the Holstein succession. These men wish- 
ed to retain both the Duchies for the Danish Crown and for their 
reciprocal union with Denmark, which was 400 years old ; they feared 
that the King's admission that the succession in Holstein was doubt- 
ful would, when the male line was extinct, lead to ominous conse- 
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quences. The King, on the contrary, and his Danish Ministers main- 
tained that by for the most important thing was to establish the 
Danish right to Slesvig, whereas the relation to Holstein was second 
in importance only. 

The Letter Patent was frigidly received, amongst others by the 
Emperor of Russia, but notoriously not in so far as it regarded 
Slesvig. On the contrary, the Emperor Nicolas admitted without restric- 
tion that he and his house were bound to maintain the possession of 
this Duchy for Denmark. This, too, France, England, and Prussia 
had guaranteed. 

It is of no use that the Germans feign to ignore what afterwards 
happened in the years 1848 — 18;[. Prussia supported the Holstein 
insurrection against Frederik the Seventh, but was obliged to aban- 
don the pretensions insisted upon in March 1848. Prussia and Austria 
abandoned the claim on the unity of the Duchies, and recognised the 
King of Denmarh^s right to separate them completely in regard to admini- 
stration, jurisdiaion, and representation. With the approval of the 
German great Powers Denmark was recognised as consisting of 
three reciprocally independent lands, viz. the Kingdom, Slesvig, and 
Holstein. The succession, common to the three parts, was regulated 
in this way, that the heirs, according to the lex regia, to Denmark and 
Slesvig renounced their rights in favour of the present Queen Louisa, 
herself one of these heirs, whereas the Emperor of Russia renounced 
his rights to certain pans of Holstein in fevour of her consort, the 
present King Christian the Ninth, of the Oldenburg House. In 1852 
all the great Powers adhered to this arrangement, Prussia and Austria 
included, and by the law of succession of 185;, accepted by the Danish 
Rigsdag, Prince Christian was elected heir apparent to the entire indivi- 
sible monarchy. 

The Duke of Augustenburg had, by a solemn act issued in Frank- 
fort the joih of December, 1852, recognised the King's dispositions. 
In this act (§ i) he says : — 

Geloben und versprechen wir fiir uns und unsere Familie bei fdnthchen 
Worten and Ehren nichts wodurch die Ruhe in Ihre Konigl. Majeslats Reichen 
und Landen gestorl oder gefahrdet werden konnle vorzurechnen, imgleichen 
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den von Ihro Kgl. MajesUt, in Bezug auf die Ordnung der Erbfolge flir alle 
unter Allerhochst Dero Scepter gegenwirtig verelnlen Lande, oder die even- 
tuelle Organisation Allerhiichst Dero Monarchic, gefassten oder kiinftig zu fas- 
senden Beschlilssen, in keiner Weise entgegentrelen zu wolten ', 

This arrangement with the Duke was principally owing to the 
recommendation and the diplomatic efforts of Prussia. The late so illu- 
strious Chanalhr, Prince Bismarck, was the mediator in this transaction. By 
it the Duke obtained a very profitable sale of his estates which, in 
accordance with the ruling law, had been forfeited by the felony com- 
mitted during the insurrection. 

These are trivial facts, which Professor Max Miiller and Jansen 
may conceal from their readers, but they will not attempt to deny 
them if, as now, reminded of them. Was there, it may be fair to ask, 
anything that in the remotest way resembled these facts when Hano- 
ver was separated from England ? But how, if this was not the case, 
can a truthful man compare these two historical events? 

And what was it that happened in 1865 — 1864.' When Frede- 
rik the Seventh died, Duke Frederic of Augustenburg made his 
appearance as pretender to both Duchies, publishing a document by 
which his father, the Duke (Christian Augustus), ceded to him his 
rights, those rights — unrecognised by any statesman — which he 
had, 'hy his princely word and honour' renounced for himself and his 
house, and promised never to use, to trouble, or endanger the tran- 
quillity of, Denmark! But this event was, as is well known, the start- 
ing point of the war with Denmark. King Christian abandoned 
Holstein, but when German troops, without any declaration of war, 
crossed the Eider, they encoiintered the Danish Army, which soon, 
left to itself alone and immensely inferior in number and equipment 
as it was, was overpowered. 



' I solemnly promise, on behalf of myself and my family — on my princely 
word and honour — that I will do nothing that might trouble or endanger the 
tranquillity of His Royal Majesty's realm or countries. Further, that J will do 
nothing to oppose such decisions as His Majesty has or may arrive al regard- 
ing the succession to all presently under His Majesty's sceptre united lands, 
or the future organisation of His Majesty's monarchy. 
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In this way the two great Powers conquered the Duchies, but 
when afterwards the right of the Duke of Augustenburg came to be 
examined, the Prussian Crown syndicate came to the conclusion that 
the King of Denmark had been sole legitimate ruler in Holstein as well 
as in Slesvig (»Rechtsguiachten beziiglich der Herzogthiimer Schles- 
wig, Holstein und Lauenburg, erstattet auf Grund des allerhochsten 
Erlasses vom 14. December 1864 vom Cron-Syndikat«. — Printed 
in Berlin, [86b). 

Thus it was evident that the Danish King's cession of the 
Duchies to Prussia and Austria constituted a perfectly valid title of 
seizure to the conquerors- The Duke was pushed aside and so was, 
later on, Austria after the campaign in Bohemia. On ihis occasion 
Prussia promised to restore to Denmark the northern Danish districts 
of Slesvig* — a promise which was never fulfilled. Prussia is thus 
to this day the possessor of the two Duchies. 

The preceding account contains the main features of the events, 
to the obscuration of which Professor Max Muller has had the cou- 
rage to lend his illustrious name. 

As to Prince Bismarck, it must be admitted that he is more 
upright. Not without right he prides himself on having conquered 
the Duchies by small means and great ingeniousness. He has known 
how 10 take advantage of all the given circumstances: (1) an unhappy 
but unavoidable national dissension ; (z) the Augustenburg pretension 
to the succession, which it was possible to put forward, because dur- 
ing a generation its legitimacy had been continually preached to 
the German population, not only of the Danish Duchies, but over the 
whole of Germany, whereas Bismarck knew that an impartial juri- 
dical examination could with the greatest facility prove its utter 
' falseness ; (}) the blunders and want of diplomatic finesse committed 
by the Danish stafesraen, who did not see that they were alone, 
without hope of help, placed in face of a heedless, brutal adversary, 
and who neglected, in time, to come to terms as cheaply as possible 
with this adversary. 

' The peace o( Prague, § 5, 
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Thus it came about that the catastrophe which befel. the Danish 
Monarchy in [864 had much more serious consequences than the 
circumstances seemed to justify, especially considering its old legiti- 
mate right. It was not only that the old legitimacy was overthrown by 
the total disregard of the Gottorp renunciation of Holstein in favour 
of King Christian the Ninth, nor that old and continually renewed 
treaties in favour of the Danish Crown's right to Slesvig were torn 
asunder, but also the principle of nationality — the sole principle which 
might with some show of right have been invoked against the arrange- 
ment of 1852 — was put aside in the most shameful way. 

More than one half of Slesvig is to this day inhabited by Danish 
people, who do not wish anything better than to return to the union 
with the mother country, whereas the Prussian Government endea- 
vours, in spite of the promise given in Prague, by all possible 
means to subjugate the Danish element, and to efface its national 
peculiarities. It is a slap in the face to the whole Scandinavian race, 
and a derision of the favourite talk in Germany of the solidarity of 
the German peoples. 

After having shown how totally wrong Professor Muller's con- 
ception of the Slesvig- Holstein question is, it is of minor importance 
to point out the many errors his article contains. Before concluding 
there is, however, one thing which cannot be passed over in silence. 

Professor Miiller calls the present King of Denmark a 'German* 
prince, and his consort, the Queen, a tCerman* princess. Now, the 
King of Denmark was born a Danish subject, in the old Danish land 
Slesvig, which never has belonged to the German Empire- His father 
was a Danish subject and a Danish officer. His mother was a grand- 
daughter of Prederik the Fifth, King of Denmark. He came to 
Copenhagen as a mere lad, entered the Royal Military School, and 
served afterwards in the Horse Guards, of which corps he was a 
Colonel when he was elected heir apparent. How he could ever 
claim the honour of being a »German« prince is a perfect riddle. 
The Queen was the daughter of a Princess of Denmark, the sister of 
King Christian the Eighth. Her father, it is true, was, by his title, 
Landgrave of Hesse, a German prince, but lived nearly the whole of 
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his long life in Denmark: he was a Danish officer even before the 
Queen was born. His uncle, the Landgrave Charles of Hesse, and 
his son Prederik were Danish subjects and officers. 

According to Professor Muller's conception of nationalities, the 
Prince of Wales must be a »German» prince pur sang, being the son 
ol a German prince. The Princess of Wales, who is, according to 
the Professor, a daughter of a 'German^ father and mother, must 
also be a German princess. It is doubtful if the English nation will 
relish the idea that the next heirs to the throne of Great Britain are 
Germans .' 

A. D. J0RGENSEN. 
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